
Eric Hensal 
308 Mississippi Ave 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, D.C. 20554 
445 12thstreet,Nw 

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest It will prevent me from watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room-to-room and place-to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

Furthermore, if computers cannot k l y  receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices tlmt enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, F2eplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the-shelf computer parts. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Eric Hensal 
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October 16, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Suzanne Willis 
7 0 3  S 2nd St 
Dekalb, IL 60115 
USA 
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October 16, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I a m  wnting to voice my opposibon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and atizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ulhmate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electromcs must be rooted in manufacturers' aMty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing mome studos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment d enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result m products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for mfenor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to mah an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d not pay more for devices that h t m y  rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Drew Matamales 
691 Oak Pomt Dnve 
Oak Park CA 91377 
USA 
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October 16, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology tar dlgital televlslon. As a 
consumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innavrtbn, consumer rlgha, and the ultimate 
adoptlon of DW. 

A robust, competitlve market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In mrnuhcturen' rblltty ta Innovate for their 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veta features et DN-reception equlprnent wlll enable the studlos ta tell technologists 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarily reflect what condumen like me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money tar Inferior functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recetveers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devkes that Ilmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you fer your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Mlchael Kemper 
1388 Calllfornla St. 404A 
San Fnnclsco, CA 94109 
USA 



October 16, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am ardting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mnndated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &gital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovabon, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consue r  electxonics must be rooted in manufacturers' amty to innovate fof 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment d enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. ?his d result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being chnrged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likcly to make an mveatment in DTV-capable 
recemers and other equipmmt. I will not pay more for dentes that h t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandnte broadcast flag technology for &&tal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Sage felker 
3821 france ave 5 

Minneapolis, MN 55416 
USA 
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October 15, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Commurucahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washtngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
televlsion. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ultxnate adopbon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' alnlity to innovate for 
thar customers. Allowmg movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment d enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This w d  result m products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me bang charged more money for inferior 
funcbonalty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d 1  not pay more for depices that h u t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Grant Hummel 
324 East Gbson Street 
Cman&gua, NY 14424 
USA 



Daena M. Creel 
PO Box 85 
141 MainST 
York Springs, PA 17372 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Akmthy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12thstreet,Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. I expect to be able to watch a program in 
whatever room I choose, not to be limited by the broadcast flag to watch in one place. If video taping a show 
is a fair use, then fair use should also include the fkedom to watch a show in the bedroom or in the living 
roo- as I choose. 

In addition, with the high cost of new digital equipment, I should be able to purchase one digital display to use 
for both my computer and my television viewing. I can't invest in a W,oOO television, and a wide, digital 
computer monitor, but a combined viewer would be more in line with my budget. These devices are already 
available, and I should be able to use an item for more than one purpose if I so desire. 

I do not understand how "free television'' could be so restricted. The law states that using a VCR for 
timeshifting broadcast television shows is a fair use. How can restricting my f%r use be approriate? I 
completely disagree with the entire concept, and strongly urge the FCC to oppose this regulation 

Sincerely, 

Daena M. Creel 
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October 15, 2003 

Comss ioner  Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Commucations Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I a m  w n m g  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
televmon. As a consumer and utizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abdq to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie stuclIos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment d enable the stuclIos to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This 4 result in products that don't nccessdy reflect 
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could result m me bung &aged more money for infedor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to mnke an investment in DTV-capable 
recmvers and other equipment. I d not pay more for h c e s  that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal televlsion. Thank you for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

Barry Weikle 
2112 Short St 
Fort Wayne, IN 46808 
USA 
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October 15, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Yakov Shafranovich 
7602 21st Ave #3D 
Brooklyn, NY 11214 
USA 
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October 15, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communicabons Conmussion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I a m  writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mnndnted adoption of "broadcast fld' technology for digital 
televlsion. As a consumer and abzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for kovabon, consumer 
nghts, and the ultrmate adopbon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abrliry to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment anll enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. %s will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
funcbonalty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to makc an invesmemt in D'IV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d l  not pay more for deplces that h t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &gital television. Thank you for your tune. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Long 
507 Woodland Ave. 
Wooster, OH 44691 
USA 



October 15,2003 

CommLfioner Kathleen Q. Abemnthy 
F e d 4  CommunicatiOnr Commbfion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wwhin&ton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abmthy.  

I am writing to voice my opporitiom to any FCC-mPndated ndoption of "broadcart 
and U h n ,  I feel -that ouch apolky would be bad forinnovrlron, ' ccuuumerd&m. nndthenltimnte odoptidn of MV. 

tschnoloey fcu Wtnl tcltvidon. & 0 camfluner 

Ifthe FCC h e r  n brondcaat f l q m d t t ,  I wouldacbdyk le18l&dyto make minvarbnent m DW-cqmble recdvcn nnd other 
equipment. I will not pny more for device# drpt limit my &hts nt the behest of Hollywood. Pleue do not mnndnte brodcwt flng 
technoloay fix dieitpl televirion. Thnnk you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Joreph Hemnndez 
910 lnkehre dr 
apt 20 
Houghton, MI 4993 1 
USA 
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October 15,2003 

Commhioner Kathleen Q Abunnthy 
F e d d  Communications Commiodon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wwhington, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I m Writing to voice my oppoeitiOn to any FCC-mandated adoptim of "broadcart fh# technology for dieitpl telcvidon. h n conrumex 
and citizen, I feel strongly that mch a policy would be bad for hovntion, coxuumer WU. and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robuet, competitive merket for coneumer electrdcr mwt be rooted in rnnnufbtwau' ability to h v n t e  for thair curtomm. Allowing 
movie studion to veto features of DTv-reception equipment will enable thc rtudior to tell technolo@ whnt new prodncb th4y can 
create. T l h  will r e d t  in producb that don't neceesndy reflect what coxuumar like me nctunlly wanf and it could rewlt in me bdng 
charged more money for inferior fimctionality. 

If the FCC bmer a brondcnmt t h g  mandate, I would nctunlly be h r  M y  to make M hverhnent in DTV.capnble recavm and otha 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my 
technology for digital televirion. 'Thanlr you for your time. 

at the behcrt of Hollywood. Pleote do not mandate brodcnrt flag 

Sincerely, 

Matthew Schonert 
15410 3OthAve 
Marion, MI 49665 
USA 
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October 15,2003 

Commiadona Kathleen Q Abemnthy 
Federal C o m m ~ c a ~ o n n  C&non 
445 12th Street, N W  
Waihington, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemnthy, 

I am writing to voice my oppontion to any FCC-mandated adoptiom of "broadcart flag" uahnologr for di&d televLion . AO n conauma 
and citizen, I feel mongly that such B policy would be bad for innavetiOn, coruuma Wte, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for c o m e r  ele&&r mwt be rooted h mnnuhturen' ability to hovnte far the& cartomcar. &Wing 
movie etudios to veto features of DW-reception equipment will enable the rtudior to tell t d d o p t a  ' whnt new prodnoto they cnn 
create l l h  will r e d t  in products that don't nece isdy  reflect whet conaumeil like me nctunlly wnnt, and it could reuult in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC isouem a brondcapt flng mandnte, I would nctunlly be lerr lilccly to mnke an hveatment h DlV-cnpnble recavar nnd other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my righb nt thc beheat of Hollywood. Plenme do not mondnte brondcnat fhg 
technoloey for digital television Thpnk you for your t h e .  

sincerely, 

Cireg Bnllinger 
26424 Sw 173 Place 
Homeatead, FL 33031 
USA 
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October 15, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Comm u n lcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrttlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptbn d "broadcast flag" technology tar dlgltal televlslon. As a 
Censumer end cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innavrtlon, mnwner  rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electranlo must be rooted In manutrclurers' ablltty to lnneate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlprnent wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necmmrlly Mect what consumers I l b  me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnhrlor functlanalky. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be Io01 llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlce, that Ilmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tar dlgttal televlslon Thank you fer your the .  

Slncerel y, 

Albert Swelgart 
it300 Royal Crest Dr. #208 
Austln, TX 787.11 
USA 
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October 15, 2003 

Cornrnlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Cam m un Icatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, b C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppasltlon to any FCCmmdrte~d adoptlon at "broadcast nrg" technology for dlgltal telwlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a poky would be bad for Innmtbn, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmrte 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltlve market for Consumer electronla must be rooted In manutrcluren' rbllity to Innovate fer thelr 
customen. Allowlng movle studios to veto features d DW-receptbn equlpment wlll enable the rhrdbs to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll rwult In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money tar  Inferlor functionality. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more tar devlces that limit my rlghts at the behest of Hollywaad. Please do net mandate 
braadcast f l rg technology for dlgltal televblon. Thank you f o r  your time. 

Slncerely, 

Adam Hughes 
56 Downlng Dr 
Chesapeake Clty, Mb 21915 
USA 
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October 15, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlssbn 
445 12th Street, NW 
Woshlngton, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrttlng to volce my opposttlon to any FCCmandated adoptlan d "broadcast flag" technology for dlghl  televlslon. As a 
consumer and cttlren, I feel strongly that such I pollcy would be bad tar Innovatton, consumer rights, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturen' ablllty ta Innovate tar thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features d DN-receptkn equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll rerult In products that don't necesmrlly rrrflect what cdnsumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty. 

I?  the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to malm an Investment In DTV-capable recelvera 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay mote for devlces that llmL my rlghb at the behest d Hollywaad. Please do not mandate 
broadcast ?lag technology for dlgttal televlslon Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Wllllam Russell 
30 South St 
Chagrln Falls, OH 44022 
USA 
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October 15, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adopHon d "broadcast flag" technology fer dlgbl televlsbn. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such I p l k y  would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competklve market for consumer electranks must be rooted In manrrhcturen' ablllty to Innovate fer thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studios to veto leatuns of DN-reception equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don9 necassarlly rdect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and tt could result In me belng charged more money fer Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recehren 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmlt my rights at the behest d Hollywoad. Please do net mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you fer your tlme. 

Slncerel y, 

Josh Cepek 
6309 14th Ave. S 
Rlchfleld, MN 55423 
USA 
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October 15, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposttlon to any FCCmandatbd adoptlon d "breadcut flag" technology for dlghl  televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such I polky would be bad fer Innovatbn, Consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DlV. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer elemnles must be rooted In manuhcturen' ablltty to lnnmte  for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto fertures of DN-receptbn equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell technologlsts 
what new produds they can create. Thls wlll result In product8 that don't neceamrlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inkrlor hrnctlanaltty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flog mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recebra 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more far devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest d Hollywdad. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology fer dlglhl televlslon Thank you for yeur tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Dee Jay De Jaye 
2584 Paxton St 
Woodbrldge, VA 22192 
USA 
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October 15, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Cornmunicattons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Deas Kathleen Abemathy, 

I a m  wntmg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
televlsion. As a consumer and utizm, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ultxnate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competttive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' aMty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipmat d enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for mfenor 
functtonalty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudy be less likely to makc an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wdl not pay more for devices that h u t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal telemsion. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Tara Wendel 
2836 Brattleboro Ave 
Des Moines, IA 50311 
USA 
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October 15,2003 

Commirmoner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commioaon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waohington, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am wrieing to voice my oppoation to any FCC-mandnted edoptbn of '%roadcart &@ tcchnologr for 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innova& c o m m a  right#, and the ultimate adoption of DW. 

A robwt, competitive market for c o m e r  ele&& mwt be rooted h mnn-' &.hy to innovnta for thaii Curtosnezu. 
movie m o m  to veto features of DTV-reception equipment 
create. llh will r a d t  in productn that don? necer rdy  mLct whet c ~ ~ u u m e n  like me actually want, and it could r e d t  in me bw 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

tefcvirion. & a cormma 

ennble the rtudior to tell t e c h d o g h  what new prodnctr they can 

If the FCC issues B bmadcnrt tlag mandate, I would pctuptly be len M y  to m h  nn bvesbnent m DTV-cnpnble recuverr and 0th 
equipment I will not pay more for devicer that h i t  my +it# nt the behert of Hollywood. Plepre do not mandnte brondcnst npP 
technology for digital televieion Thant you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Amit Chaudhiui 
4 Mark P1 
Ocean, NJ 07712 
USA 



Matthew Wells 
PO Box 8395 
AustiaTX 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, D.C. 20554 
445 12thstreet,Nw 

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.'' I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest It will prevent me from watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing fiom room-toyoom and place--to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school fmtbd game to family and fkiends. 

Furthermore, if computers cannot k l y  receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, ofF-the-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a mnsumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electroncs and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Matthew Wells 
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October 15, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abcrnathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppostlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon d " b m d a s t  flag" technology fer dlgltrl televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel Jtrongly that such a pollcy wauld be b8d for Innavrtkn, consumer rlghl~, and the ultlmrte 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competlttve market for consumer clcctronks must be rooted In rnanuheturen' ablllty to Innovate fer thelr 
customers. Allowlng rnovle studlos to veto haturn of DN-receptkm equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necmmrlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money fer Interlor tunctlonrllty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DW-capable recclvbrs 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest d Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology fer dlgltal televlslon. Thank you tar your the .  

Slncerely, 

Mlchael Klmmel 
5005 Wlndsor Avenue 
Edlna, MN 55436 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 6;40;40 PM, 10l15l03 5413023099 - 

October 15, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast 
flag“ technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers‘ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don’t necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Jay Younker 
200 W Stevenson St 
Gibsonburg, OH 43431 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 6:39:49 PM, 10/15/03 5413023099 - 

October 15, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I vould actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Jonathan Nesser 
410 Barker St 
Florence, KS 66851 
US& 
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October 15,2003 

Commioaoner Katldeen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communicationn Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
WashhgtoqDC 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I m Writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandnted adoption of "brondcnat nyl technology for wtnl televiriosr. AB B consumer 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bnd for hvtWkin, canrumer m, and the ulthete adoption of DTV. 

A rob- competitive merket for coneumer tltctroniCr murt be roottd in manufnctud U l y  to innovate for their curtom=. 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-rectpth tquipmtnt witl mble tht rtudtor to tell ttchnalagirtr what new productr they cnn 
create. Thir will result in producta that don? n t c r r s d y  reflect whpt conmlmm Ut me pctuathl want, and it could result in me b- 
charged more money for inferior functtomality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandote, I would nctually bt l tw I h I y  to make M mvemtment in Wv-cnpnble recdvm Md other 
equipment I will not pay more for devices thpt limit my @ts nt the behest of Hollywood. Plenme do not m d t e  brondctut % 
technology for digital television. Thad you for your t h e .  

Sincerely, 

Roland Sanchez 
7383 38th St Eaut 
Serwota, FL 34243 
USA 


